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Indicator Movement Context

» conceived in 1960s as social indicators:
“evidence...that enable us to assess where we
stand and are going with respect to our values and
goals, and to evaluate specific programs and
determine their impact” (Bauer 1966)

* exploded in the 1990s with the emergence of high-
tech computer hardware, mapping software and the
Internet
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Definitions: 1

* An indicator Is a quantitative measure that
describes an economic, environmental, social or
cultural condition over time. The unemployment
rate, infant mortality rates, and air quality indexes
are a few examples.
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Definitions: 2

* Anindicator system is an organized effort to assemble and
disseminate a group of indicators that together tell a story
about the position and progress of a jurisdiction or
jurisdictions, such as the City of Boston, the State of Oregon,
or the United States of America. Indicator systems collect
information from suppliers (e.g., individuals who respond to
surveys orinstitutions that provide data they have collected),
which providers (e.g., the Census Bureau) then package into
products and services for the benefit of users (e.g., leaders,
researchers, planners, and citizens).
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Definitions: 3

* Topical indicator systems involve specific or related sets of
Issues, such as health, education, public safety, employment,
or transportation. They also form the foundation of information
resources for the general public, the media, professionals,
researchers, institutions, leaders, and policymakers.

— Quality of Life
— Sustainability
— Healthy Community
— Benchmarking

— Government Accountability
« Citistat
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Definitions: 4

« Comprehensive key indicator systems pull
together only the most essential indicators on a
range of economic, environmental, and social and
cultural iIssues, as opposed to a group of indicators
on one topic. Comprehensive systems are only as
good as the topical systems they draw from.
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Comprehensive Key Indicator
Systems

Figure 1: Possible Topics for a Comprehensive Key Indicator System

The Economy Society & Culture

Consumers & Emplayment Health & Housing
Transportation & Infrastructurs Communities & Citizenship
Finance & Manay Education & Innowation

BLeiness & Markets Security & Safety
Giowvernmant Crims & Justice

The Word Economy Childran, Familisa & Aging
Damocracy & Govaemancs

The Environment

The Earth (Ecosystams)
Lard Cross cutting

Water - Quality of Life
Lifa
Air

Matural Resources
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« Boston Indicators Project

3/6/2008

National Examples

Similar public/private
partnership

Partnership developed
selected indicators

Civic leaders, experts
develop vision

Biannual update report

Comprehensive data
engine, standardized
metadata and internet
mapping capabilities

/= The Boston Indicators Project - Indicators At-A-Glance - Windows Internet Explorer

6:.: | hitp: v bestonindicatars. org/IndicatorsProject/Economy/AtAGlance. aspxiid=3522 ) [##] (] [tive search

File Edit ‘View Favorites Tools  Help

ﬂf *‘1‘* IeTheBostonInd\catorstiect-Ind\catorsAt-A-G\ance I 1 Eﬁ T Eé! h QPEQB i

Cuiltural Life & the Arts Health

Civic Vitality 25 Education | Environment & Energy Housing | Public Safety | Technology | Transportz

SECTOR CROSSCUTS SEARCH

GEOGRAPHY-AT-A-GLANCE

|
Indicators At-A-Glance

Sector Homepage

Enter search term |[[search |

Key Trends

Goals Indicator Measures How are we doing?

Accomplishments &
Developments

3.1.1 Share of young knowledge In 2006 MassINC found that from 2000 to 2004,

workers, Metro Boston vs. other Massachusetis lost population in every age

regions group. Net domestic migration from Metro
Boston was the third highest loss of the largest
metros. Population loss only has been offset by
foreign immigration

3.1 Maintaining the Region's
Competitive Edge

Challenges

Innovations

INDICATORS AT-A-GLANCE
GOALS & MEASURES
3.1 Maintaining the Region's

Competitive Edge 3.1.2 Innovalion capacity measured  Massachusetts fell behind California in patents
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National Examples, cont.

e Sustainable Seattle
— Sustainability Model
— Regional NPO

— Steering committee
developed goals

— Civic Panel, Technical C ommun ] t y

Advisors selected
indicators from existing
literature

— Annual progress report
updates indicators

Indicators of

Sustainable
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National Examples, cont.

« Citistat (Baltimore, MD)

— Government Accountability
Model

— City Government

— Departments must provide
comprehensive indicator
reports biweekly e

Thursday, February 21, 2008

May " ‘BOARDS & COMMISSIONS
OV
City Council I i
Updated maps, tables " N I ——
- Comptroller =
p p ] ] . ’\'&V Community Relat
States Attorney Sty o | Commission

EEEEEEEE

reports distributed to the e EY =% | =
public via website biweekly -

— Mayor makes decisions e —
based on data
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National Examples, cont.

« Jacksonville Community
CO u n Ci I y I n C . = goldata - Windows Internet Explorer
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@gy - |g, hiktp:/ femems, jeci orgfstatisticsfqoldata, aspx |ﬂ‘ (X ‘L\veSearch

Quality of Life model T =

Regional community
council (NPO)

CO m m u n ity/EXpe rtS/B O D | Cﬂnsullmuucs | Statistics | thlnvuvgdumg I |:|
select indicators

Quality of Life Quality of Life Reference Data

About JCCI ‘ Calendar | Reports & Projecis

Large-scale telephone  coveueans e

Quality of Life Reference Data

S u rvey fi I IS g aps Understanding Indicators Quality of Life Reference Data

Sometimes you need more information than the printed Quality of Life Progress Report can give

you. For those who want the raw data and the ability to use that data to work for a better
An n u a p rO g reSS re p O rt uuuuuuu ity, JCCI provides the following Excel data spreadsheets. These include, with the data
Would you like a JCCI in from all the Quality of Life Indicators, additicnal information, caveats and explanations, web
ur community? We can links for additicnal research, and other interesting facts.

updates indicators ::.m

Website includes
downloadable XL files

If you have additional information, web links, or suggestions for improving the data
Learn More b presentation, please contact us.
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Jacksonville Process

Community Improvemengy

Values .p Knowledge .y Research/strategies .y Advocacy

Vision Indicators Priorities/plan Actions
Assessment Qutcomes
Indicators Results
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3/6/2008

CMAP Process

The 2040 Regional Comprehensive Planning Process

Vision

Understand

Current
Conditions

STEP 3

STEP 4

Choose a ey ) Capital Projects ey —ll | Communicate

Preferred
Scenario

STEP 5

Select

and
Strategies

STEPG

the Plan

Evaluate
Strategies
2010
1. Regional Vision
Narrative description of the region’s
Tfutie characteristics in 2040, deriving
from and building on the geal-setling
pracesses for the 2040 Regional
Framework Plan (Commaon Ground) and
the 2030 Regional Transportation Plan.
2. Regional snapshot report series
Proposed series of reports to examing
ERTecontion e e St 4, Preferred scenario 5. Recommended capital projects 6. The Regional Comprehensive Plan
mumwﬁ:mmw The selected combination of Pollcies, strategies, investments and The final document containing the
RUIERT implementation strategies (may be major capital projects that are most vision, recommendations for strategies
3. Strategy evaluation combinations of concepts from several suppartive of the preferred scanarin. and capital projects, and other
Examination of the effects of polential scenarios) that is judged to best meet elements, consistent with federal
implemantation stratagies the regional visin. requirements.
Committes imvalvement Commstbes invalvement Committee invebement Committee invalvenment
Pulilic engagement Pubdic engagement Pubilic engagement Public #ngagement
Interim work products Interim work products Interim wark products Final work products
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Selection Criteria

* Importance

* Policy Relevance

* Responsiveness
 Validity

« Understandability

« Clarity

« Outcome Orientation
« Asset Orientation
 Anticipation

* Representativeness

" Chicago Metropolitan
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Top 10
Indicator Project Examples

« Boston Indicators Project

e Community Vision, Osceola County, FL

* Georgia Community Indicators

« Jacksonville Quality of Life Indicators

« Minneapolis Sustainability Indicators

« Santa Cruz County Community Assessment Project
e Santa Monica Sustainable City Plan

« Sustainable Cincinnati

« Sustainable Seattle

* Truckee Meadows Tomorrow, Nevada
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How does Go To 2040
measure up?

Indicator Category %PJs GoTo 2040 Vision Themes
Economy 100% Economic Competitiveness
Health 90% Public Health and Safety
Education 90% Education
General Environment/Sustainability 90% | Environmental Health and Sustainability
Water Supply/Quality 90% Water Supply
Social Services 70% Public Health and Safety
Safety 70% Public Health and Safety
Civic Participation 70% Civic Involvement
Transportation 60% Transportation
Housing 60% Housing
Equity 50% Equity
Demography 40%
Arts/Culture 40% Quality of Life
Resource (Conservation) 40% Energy and Resource Conservation
Land Use 30% | Coordinated Planning and Government
Business 30% Economic Competitiveness
Quality of Life/Social Wellbeing 30% Quality of Life
Government Accountability/Responsiveness | 20% | Coordinated Planning and Government
Reinvestment 20% Reinvestment
Open Space 10% Environmental Health
Tourism 10%
Youth 10%
Aging 10%
Recreation 10%
Technology/Innovation 10%

3/6/2008
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Relevant indicators projects

« State of the Great Lakes Ecosystems Conference
(SOLEC) indicators

 TCSP Route 47/Kishwaukee River Corridor Project
* Chicago Wilderness: Biodiversity Report Card
« Green Infrastructure Vision

 QOutside of the region
— Sustainable Seattle
— Sustainable Cincinnati

Chicago Metropolitan
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Vision Themes

Agency for Planning

En=rgy and Coordinated
OIE YA Environmental  Resource  Water Public Health Economic Planning and Civic
Li SO EEREL STl Housing [ and Safety | Education | Competitiveness | Reinvestment | Government | Involvement
Sustainability # # # # # # # #
# # # # # # #
Chicago Metropolitan
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Brainstorming Session
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Potential Indicators:
Environmental Health

» Possible Indicators

— Percent of population residing within ¥2 mile of public
open space

— Adjacency index for open space connectivity/habitat
fragmentation

— Total annual stormwater runoff and pollutant load (N, P,
BOD, Zn, Cu, Pb, Cl, Sediment)

— Emissions of selected non-criteria pollutants

— Destruction of or impacts to selected natural community
types
e Others..?
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Potential Indicators: Energy and
Resource Conservation

* Possible Indicators
— Total energy use
— Ratio of energy use to gross regional product
— Fossil fuel use
— Total land consumption
— Farmland preserved
— Watersheds over 10% impervious

e Others..?
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Potential Indicators:
Water Supply

* Possible Indicators
— Total water use
— Population change in water stressed townships

e Others..?
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